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Foreword

We are pleased to make available this historic resource study for Stones River National Battlefield. This
study is part of our ongoing effort to provide required historical studies for each National Park Service unit
in the Southeast Region. We wish to extend our thanks to Stones River National Battlefield Superintendent
Stuart Johnson and his staff for their assistance in preparing this study. Copy editors for this study were
Mary Ratcliffe and Robert W. Blythe. The production editor was James Womack III, who also drew the
maps. A portion of the research on this study was accomplished under a cooperative agreement with the
Georgia Trust for Historic Preservation. We hope that this historic resource study will prove valuable to
park managers and others in understanding the historic contexts and cultural resources of Stones River
National Battlefield.

Dan Scheidt

Chief, Cultural Resources Division
Southeast Regional Office
February 2004
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Chapter One: Introduction

Description of Stones River
National Battlefield

Stones River National Battlefield (STRI) contains a
portion of the site of the Battle of Stones River, the
key Civil War battle in the struggle for middle
Tennessee. The battle took place over two days,
December 31, 1862, and January 2, 1863, and resulted
in a Union victory. The park was established
through the efforts of private individuals, the Stones
River Battlefield and Park Association, and the
Nashville, Chattanooga & St. Louis Railway (after
many mergers, now part of CSX Transportation),
and, finally, by an act of Congress. In 1927, federal
legislation authorized a national military park at
Stones River under the jurisdiction of the War
Department.

Land acquisition began in 1928 and was finished in
1934. In 1992, the park accepted the City of
Murfreesboro’s donation of an intact segment of
Fortress Rosecrans within Old Fort Park. Stones

River National Battlefield consists of several
discontiguous parcels of land. The park’s core area
is a parcel south of the Stones River National
Cemetery, encompassing the area where
Confederate forces on December 31, 1862, turned
the Union flank and were in turn checked by massed
Federal artillery. STRI preserves only a small
portion of the more than 3,000 acres over which the
battle raged. The park also contains fragments of
Fortress Rosecrans, the largest enclosed earthwork
built during the Civil War.

The 570-acre park interprets the Battle of Stones
River and the subsequent Union occupation of
Murfreesboro, Tennessee, through museum
exhibits, a videotape presentation, publications,
wayside exhibits, ranger programs, and a self-guided
tour of the park. The park is located in Rutherford
County, Tennessee, three miles northwest of
Murfreesboro and twenty-eight miles southeast of
Nashville (see Figure 1). The largest portion of the
national battlefield is an irregular parcel of 340
acres, which is a mile and one-quarter north to
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FIGURE 1. Location of Stones River National Battlefield.
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FIGURE 2. Development near Stones River National Cemetery.

south, and at its widest point, three-quarters of a
mile east to west. Other discontiguous components
of the park include the high ground near
McFadden’s Ford where Union artillery was
massed; two remnants of Fortress Rosecrans, and
two headquarters sites. All park units are in a
corridor that parallels the Old Nashville Highway
and the CSX Railroad tracks.

The patchwork of open fields and wooded areas
that characterized this agricultural area in 1863
remains clearly readable, with brakes of cedar
between cultivated fields. The open fields
maintained by the National Park Service (NPS)
approximate the position of fields in existence at the
time of the battle. Likewise, the cedar brakes
maintained by NPS exist in their approximate
historic locations, although the existing plant
materials are not historic. The park’s largest
individual parcel, the core battle area, is maintained
to simulate the historic appearance of the landscape.
Other fields that are proposed for acquisition but
not currently owned or maintained by NPS may
retain some of their historic vegetation patterns.

During the last thirty years, residential and
commercial development has occurred on the
battlefield as Murfreesboro has expanded (see
Figure 2). Most of this development is along U.S.
Highway 41, across the CSX Railroad tracks from
Stones River National Cemetery. The accompanying
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traffic increase on the boundary of the park
prompted the construction of the intrusive
Thompson Lane Connector by the Tennessee
Department of Transportation (DOT) across a
section of the battlefield adjacent to the park.
Development also has introduced light pollution to
the park, particularly from the floodlights of nearby
automobile dealerships. Other more serious threats
include transportation and infrastructure projects
and associated development. Traffic noise from as
far away as Interstate 24 to the southwest is audible
within the park

Scope and Purpose of
Historic Resource Study

This Historic Resource Study (HRS) uses National
Register criteria to identify and evaluate the park’s
historic resources. Section 110 (a)(2) of the National
Historic Preservation Act of 1986, as amended,
requires federal agencies to:

(i) Establish historic contexts by which to
identify and evaluate historic properties;

(ii) Use historic contexts to organize data and to
develop goals, objectives, and priorities for the
identification, evaluation, registration, and
treatment of historic properties; and,



(iii) Make the results of preservation planning
available for integration into broader planning
processes.!

This study fulfills this mandate by establishing and
documenting the historic contexts associated with
the park and determining the extent to which the
surviving historic resources represent those con-
texts. The completed HRS will serve as a tool for site
planning, resource management, and the continued
development of park interpretive programs.

Although the Battle of Stones River has been
examined by scholars in detail, there has not been a
comprehensive examination of the park’s historic
resources, particularly the features from early park
development, within suitable historic contexts. The
battlefield, including the Artillery Monument and
Redoubt Brannan, was listed in the National Reg-
ister of Historic Places (NR) on October 15, 1966.
Fortress Rosecrans was listed on June 7, 1974.> STRI
is classified as a discontiguous NR historic district,
following the guidelines established in NR Bulletins
16 and 40.3 The NR district boundary matches the
boundary of Stones River National Battlefield.

A 1958 administrative history addressed the creation
of the park, the history of the park’s interpretive
programs, and the construction of park infra-
structure to that date.4 It did not include the
majority of the extant NPS infrastructure, which
was constructed during the 1960s under the Mission
66 initiative. This HRS will provide park man-
agement with additional information on historic
structures, an interpretive framework for the park,
and the basis for updated NR documentation.

Summary of Identification
and Evaluation Methods

Survey Methodology

The researcher initially examined building records,
maintenance records, historic research compiled by
park staff, and maps located at park headquarters.

The field survey yielded information on the present
condition of historic resources. Additional archival
research was conducted in the files of the Southeast
Regional Office of the NPS. Research with primary
and secondary sources was conducted at the park
library, Linebaugh Public Library in Murfreesboro,
Pullen Library of Georgia State University, and the
Emory University General Library to obtain
information about the park’s historic appearance
and development. The Montgomery County [Ohio]
Historical Society provided electronic copies of
archival photographs of Stones River and
surrounding environs from the Albert Kern
Collection. The Indiana Historical Society mailed
copies of primary narrative sources to the Cultural
Resources Stewardship Division. The survey also
relies heavily on unpublished manuscripts and
materials located at the park.

Determination of Historic Contexts

This study evaluates the historic integrity and
assesses the eligibility of the park’s historic
structures within three historic contexts, which
correspond to historic themes identified by the
National Park Service in its 1993 revised thematic
framework. The Tennessee State Historical
Commission (the State Historic Preservation Office,
or SHPO) does not have distinct historic contexts
for Tennessee history that could be applied at Stones
River National Battlefield. Other cultural resources
(archeological sites, ethnographic resources,
cultural landscapes, and museum collections) are
addressed in Chapter Six.

The first context, “Stones River and the Campaign
for Middle Tennessee, 1861-1865” (Chapter 3) relates
to the NPS themes “Shaping the Political
Landscape” and “Expanding Science and
Technology” The latter is particularly relevant when
interpreting the construction and use of Fortress
Rosecrans. The second context, “Stones River
National Military Park: The Commemoration of
American Battlefields and National Park
Development, 1866-1950” (Chapter 4), is associated
with the NPS themes “Creating Social Institutions
and Movements,” “Expressing Cultural Values,”

1. Section 110 Guidelines, Federal Register, February 17, 1988, 53 FR 4727-46.

N

The National Register accepted Ssupporting documentation was accepted by the National Register on January 26, 1978.

3. National Register Bulletin 16A: Guidelines for Completing National Register of Historic Places Forms (Washington:
National Park Service, 1991), 56-57; National Register Bulletin 40: Guidelines for Identifying, Evaluating, and Registering
America’s Historic Battlefields (Washington: National Park Service, 1992), 13-16.

4. Ann W. Willett, “A History of Stones River National Military Park,” (M.A. Thesis, Middle Tennessee State College, 1958),

passim, 41-124, passim.
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FIGURE 3. Stones River National Cemetery, circa 1890s.

“Transforming the Environment,” and “Shaping the
Political Landscape.”

Historic resources within the park represent both
contexts. NPS-owned resources associated with
“Stones River and the Campaign for Middle
Tennessee, 1861-1865” are the battlefield itself,
Bowen Lane/McFadden Lane, Manson Pike, Old
Nashville Highway, the former Nashville &
Chattanooga [CSX] Railroad, and the remnants of
Fortress Rosecrans, including Curtain Wall No. 2,
Lunette Thomas, Lunette Palmer, and Redoubt
Brannan. Stones River National Cemetery (see
Figure 3) and the Hazen Brigade Monument were
constructed during the Union occupation of
Murfreesboro, prior to the end of the war. They are
therefore evaluated under this context. Resources
that are identified with “Stones River National
Military Park: The Commemoration of American
Battlefields and National Park Development, 1866-
1950” include monuments and other features added
to the Stones River National Cemetery after 1865
(cemetery markers, Bivouac of the Dead tablets,
cemetery wall, standing cannon markers, the 43rd
Wisconsin/18oth Ohio Marker, the U.S. Regulars
Monument, and the cemetery flagstaff) the
Cannonbal Pyramid, General Bragg’s Headquarters
Marker, General Rosecrans’s Headquarters
Marker, and the Main Entrance Gates.>

-l
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The majority of the existing NPS infrastructure was
constructed during the 1960s under the Mission 66
initiative. The Mission 66 visitor center has been
evaluated under registration requirements
established for this building type. Registration
requirements for other Mission 66 building types,
such as residences, have not been articulated. When
these are available, the NR eligibility of the
remaining Mission 66 structures at STRI should be
evaluated.

Historical Base Map
Discussion

The park’s first Historical Base Map (HBM) is a
combination campaign/battlefield map drawn in
1952. The campaign portion shows Union and
Confederate troop movements between
Murfreesboro and Nashville. The battle map
portion depicts the topography, roads, structures,
water features, woods, and troop lines at the close of
fighting on December 31, 1862, with a superimposed
dashed line marking the park boundary. Curiously,
this map identifies a twentieth-century structure,
the Artillery Monument, but fails to identify any
other postbattle structures. The map also fails to

5. A Gettysburg Address plaque from the cemetery is damaged and the pieces are in the maintenance area.
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identify which resources existed at the time of its
preparation.®

NPS documented the 1863 battlefield again in 1959
and 1960 with three historical base or troop
movement maps that document the Stones River
campaign and illustrate the topography, water
features, towns, railroads, and military departments
affected, in addition to the troops’ lines of march.”
Additional documentation was introduced when
historian Ed Bearss created a “Historical Fence and
Ground Cover Plan” for the park’s 1962 Master
Plan. This map is accompanied by a report that
explains the methodology of the its preparation and
quotes official records concerning terrain features.
Because of its solid scholarship, the “Historical
Fence and Ground Cover Plan” has served as the
primary source of information for this investigation
concerning the location and configuration of roads,
railroad tracks, earthworks, structures, and
vegetation patterns of the 1864 battlefield.?

While the “Historical Fence and Ground Cover
Plan” is exhaustive, it is neither definitive nor
comprehensive. Bearss notes the existence of a
blockhouse north of the Nashville & Chattanooga
Railroad mentioned by no other researcher. The
presence of a fortified blockhouse near the railroad
would likely have been a salient point remarked
upon by both sides when writing the post-battle
reports. It is mentioned by only one participant who
notes the presence of a “block house,” which likely
was a stylistic description rather than military

terminology. The “Historical Fence and Ground
Cover Plan” also lacks the topographic lines of the
1952 HBM. (Note: The blockhouse is a postbattle
structure associated with Fortress Rosecrans.)

Two additional maps of the battlefield, based largely
on the “Historical Fence and Ground Cover Plan,”
were drawn in 1976. The “Historic Conditions” map
outlines the park boundaries over the historic
battlefield and features topographic lines in addition
to roads, structures, water features, and vegetation
patterns. This map was updated two years later with
a key that fails to account for all features. The
second version darkened the area within the park
boundaries and increased the shading of the map’s
other sections.? Two additional troop movement
maps, titled “Battle Plan,” were drawn in 1976 and
1978. These denote the course of the troop
movements using darkened arrows but lack detail
on small-scale features and provide no new
information on historic resources.

The Historical Base Maps accompanying this study
(see Appendix) show the location of existing
historic structures and their relationship to modern
park infrastructure features. The maps were
prepared by James Womack III of the Cultural
Resources Division staff. Because the park is
composed of discontiguous units, historic
structures are shown on a series of maps, all keyed
to an overall map of Stones River National
Battlefield.

6. National Park Service, “Historical Base Map, Part of the Master Plan,” NPS map Number NMP-SR-2003 (Richmond, VA:

Division of Planning & Construction, 1952).

7. National Park Service, “Troop Movement Map, 1862-63,”” NPS map Number NMP-SR-3003 (Richmond, VA: Eastern Division
of Design and Construction, 1959); National Park Service, “Historical Base Map,” NPS map Number NMP-SR-3005
(Richmond, VA: Eastern Division of Design and Construction, 1960); National Park Service, “Troop Movement Map, 1862-
63,”” NPS map Number NMP-SR-3006 (Richmond, VA: Eastern Division of Design and Construction, 1960).

8. National Park Service, “Historical Fence and Ground Cover Plan, Part of the Master Plan,” NPS map Number NMP-SR-3011
(Richmond, VA: Eastern Division of Design and Construction, 1962).

9. National Park Service, “Historic Conditions,” NPS map Number 327-20,031 (Denver: Denver Service Center, 1976); National
Park Service, “Historic Conditions,” NPS map Number 327-20,031A (Denver: Denver Service Center, 1978).

10. National Park Service, “Battle Map,” NPS map Number 327-20,032 (Denver: Denver Service Center, 1976); National Park
Service, “Battle Map,” NPS map Number 327-20,032A (Denver: Denver Service Center, 1978).

National Park Service 5



6 Stones River National Battlefield Historic Resource Study



Chapter Two: The Battle of Stones
River and its Place in the Civil War

The Battle of Stones River (fought on December 31,
1862, and January 2, 1863) was a decisive Civil War
clash in the struggle for control of middle
Tennessee. Located twenty-five airline miles
southeast of Nashville, in Rutherford County,
Murfreesboro in late 1862 was the base of operations
for the Confederate Army of Tennessee. Control of
the town was essential to the Federal 14™ Army
Corps (later renamed the Army of the Cumberland)
because of its proximity to Nashville, a forward
supply depot for Union forces advancing into the
South. Murfreesboro was the base of Confederate
cavalry raids against Union supply lines in
Tennessee, Kentucky, and Alabama. It was also
astride the Nashville & Chattanooga Railroad and of
necessity would have to be occupied before the
Federals could make a direct thrust on Chattanooga
from Nashville. The war was concluding its second
year, and despite Union success in blunting
Confederate invasions of Kentucky and Maryland
during the fall, a recent disaster at Fredericksburg,
Virginia, and destructive Rebel cavalry raids in
Kentucky, western Tennessee, and northern
Mississippi had caused many on the Northern home
front to question President Abraham Lincoln’s
choice of generals. The Battle of Stones River gave
Lincoln abadly needed victory during a low point in
the Union war effort. This chapter places the battle
within the broader context of the Civil War.

The Coming of the War

Political tensions between North and South had
continued to rise in the decade before the war.
Differences over import tariffs, internal
improvements, and particularly the expansion of
slavery inflamed passions on both sides of the
Mason-Dixon Line. The presidential election of

1860 was a contest between four candidates whose
platforms represented their sectional outlooks.
Abraham Lincoln (see Figure 4), an Illinois
Republican, was elected president by carrying the
North when the Democratic party split its vote
between two candidates. The southern Democratic
candidate, John C. Breckinridge, would later
command a division at the Battle of Stones River.
Interpreting Lincoln’s election as an act of hostility
toward the slave-holding South, seven southern
states—South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Alabama,
Mississippi, Louisiana, and Texas—seceded from
the Union before his inauguration and organized the
Confederate States of America. On February 9, 1861,
Confederate delegates elected Jefferson Davis their
provisional president." The seceding states had
taken over almost all Federal facilities within their
boundaries. Two exceptions were Fort Pickens in
Florida and Fort Sumter in the harbor of
Charleston, South Carolina. When Lincoln assumed
office on March 4, 1861, he reluctantly dispatched
ships carrying nonmilitary supplies to Fort Sumter.
Gunners of the Palmetto Republic of South Carolina
turned away the supply ship Star of the West with
several shots across her bow, then trained their guns
on the fort on April 12, 1861.The fall of Fort Sumter
prompted Lincoln to call for seventy-five thousand
volunteers to suppress the rebellion on April 15.
Virginia, Arkansas, Tennessee, and North Carolina
replied by joining the Confederacy rather than
furnishing troops to subdue their political allies and
neighbors.

Southerners began the war at a severe numerical
disadvantage; they had sixteen million fewer white
citizens than did their adversaries, a number that
translated into a 2.5-to-1 manpower advantage in the
field.? The South also expected its nearly four
million slaves to supply the agricultural bounty

1. James M. McPherson, Battle Cry of Freedom: The Civil War Era (New York: Oxford University Press, 1988), 259.
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FIGURE 4. Abraham Lincoln.

necessary to sustain its armies in the field. In part
because the slave population remained largely
illiterate and unskilled, it was no substitute for the
southern industrial workers that volunteered to
fight. Immigration declined during the war, but
Europeans continued to flow into the North,
providing fresh troops to replace battlefield losses.
The North also far surpassed the South’s industrial
capacity to make war. According to the 1860 census,
it possessed more than 9o percent of the nation’s
manufacturing capability. While it did develop an
industrial base during the war, the South found it
necessary to import machinery, gunpowder, and
manufactured goods from the outset.

Transportation also proved a challenge for the
South, which possessed less than half the railroad
infrastructure of the North and a proportionately
smaller number of locomotives and cars. Control of
railroads played a critical role in the campaigns of
the Civil War; indeed, it was impossible to keep large
armies in the field without them. Rivers, too, were
vital to the movement and supply of both armies.
Domination of the Mississippi River was a war aim

for each side. The South wished to maintain
communications and trade between cities and
hinterlands on opposite banks of the river, while
denying Midwestern farmers access to foreign
markets via the Gulf of Mexico. Restoring the
Midwest’s outlet to the sea and breaking the
Confederacy in two were the respective political and
military goals the North would realize if it could
gain complete control over the Mississippi. In
addition to their economic value, rivers served as
avenues of invasion or defensive barriers, depending
on whether they ran north to south or east to west.

Several advantages lay with the South, and the first
to be recognized was its outstanding officer corps.
This leadership edge was the result of the region’s
tradition of martial education; it was home to seven
of the nation’s eight antebellum “military” colleges.
The cause was supported by alumni of these “cadet”
schools, as well as by 313 U.S. Army officers who
resigned their commissions to fight for the
Confederacy3 The South also had the benefit of
interior lines; in theory the Confederates could
move troops between threatened points along
shorter lines of communication, generally railroads,
than their northern counterparts. This worked most
effectively in Virginia, where the Confederates
shifted forces from the defensive on the Tidewater
to the offensive in the Shenandoah Valley on several
occasions. Longer travel over the Confederacy’s
rickety railroad network lessened the strategic value
of interior lines. Southern counteroffensives into
Kentucky and at Chickamauga each suffered
because troops arrived too late to take part in
combat. By far the largest Rebel advantage was the
sheer size of the territory—750,000 square miles—that
Union forces would have to occupy. The deeper an
army drove into the South, the smaller it would
become as it detached units to guard
communications and rear areas from cavalry and
partisan attacks. This enabled the Confederacy’s
main field armies to closely approximate the size of
Union armies for the first three years of the war.

The First Battles

In the spring of 1861, few predicted a long war, and
many Union volunteer units enlisted for ninety days.
Confederates often underestimated their

2. McPherson, 322.
3. McPherson, 328.
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FIGURE 5. Winfield Scott’s plan to blockade and strangle the South.

opponents; one wrote home “I think I can whip 25
[Yankees] myself”4 Unionists similarly envisioned a
quick war won with a lightning thrust on the
Confederate capital, and Yankee papers echoed the
cry “On to Richmond” Union Gen.-in-Chief
Winfield Scott advanced a plan of blockade and
envelopment of the Confederacy by the U.S. Navy
that was greeted with derision by northern
newspapers, which dubbed it the “Anaconda Plan”
(see Figure 5). Though Scott would not live to see it,
the ultimate success of his plan proved pivotal to
Union victory. The North’s superior navy crippled
the South with a successful blockade of ports and
control of the navigable rivers. Any hopes for a
quick war collapsed on the plains of Manassas,
Virginia, in June 1861, when a southern army routed
its enemy after a day-long battle. The result was a

strategic draw. Although the Confederates lacked
the resources to follow the beaten army as it fled to
its Washington defenses, they acquired an air of
martial invincibility as the Federals steeled
themselves for a long conflict.

Because the hostilities spanned such a large area,
operational command of the contending armies was
divided into three theaters: eastern, encompassing
Virginia and the coast of North Carolina; western,
covering most of the territory from Kentucky to the
Gulf of Mexico and east of the Mississippi River;
and the massive trans-Mississippi, which stretched
from New Mexico to the western bank of the
Mississippi River. While the major battles in the
eastern theater were the bloodiest, the western
theater encompassed the Confederacy’s

4. Grady McWhiney and Perry D. Jamieson, Attack and Die: Civil War Military Tactics and the Southern Heritage (Tuscaloosa:

University of Alabama Press, 1982), 170.
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FIGURE 6. Jefferson Davis.

breadbasket and its loss would offset Southern
victories in Virginia.> The trans-Mississippi theater
furnished manpower and great quantities of
livestock to the Confederate war effort. A Union-
controlled Mississippi River would open world
markets to Midwestern farmers and deny supplies
to Confederate armies to the east.

Both wartime leaders faced monumental
organizational challenges that seemed to favor long-
time senator and former Secretary of War Jefferson
Davis (see Figure 6), who assembled a cabinet of
talented men representative of each state in the
Confederacy. Political pressures caused wholesale
changes in its makeup, however; five men would
serve as his secretary of war. Davis’s inability to
suffer criticism and a refusal to delegate also
weakened his health and by extension his
presidency.

Lincoln, by contrast, had not held an executive
position before being elected president. He built a
cabinet that included several of his Republican
challengers for the 1860 nomination, many of whom

still considered him unworthy of the office. He also
contended with a Congress whose members had
differing war aims. Abolitionists urged the president
to use the war to free the slaves, while many
Democrats supported a war to restore the Union
but opposed emancipation. Echoing and shaping
public opinion were powerful newspaper editors
such as Democrat Horace Greeley of the New York
Tribune, who vilified Lincoln for military reverses.
Despite his handicaps, Lincoln proved a master
politician who shaped the cabinet into an
instrument of his will and deftly steered legislation
through a wartime Congress that would change the
structure of the country.® Unlike Davis, who
remained loyal to his favored generals, win or lose,
Lincoln regularly replaced defeated leaders with
lower-ranking officers of proven ability.

Two Union generals who had earned larger
commands were George B. McClellan and William
S. Rosecrans. In the fall of 1861, these men had
defeated two separate Confederate armies under
Gen. Robert E. Lee in western Virginia and secured
the safety of the Baltimore & Ohio Railroad. Lee left
the mountains saddled with the sobriquet
“Evacuating Lee,” while McClellan and Rosecrans
secured a new state, West Virginia, for the Union.
Meanwhile in the West, one Confederate army
advanced into Kentucky while another defeated a
Union army at Wilson’s Creek in Missouri. In
accordance with President Davis’s “cordon defense”
strategy, his forces attempted to defend the length of
the Confederacy’s border. Gen. Joseph P. Johnston
was assigned the task of protecting Virginia and the
Confederate capital of Richmond in particular. In
the western theater, overall command of the
Confederate forces rested on the shoulders of Gen.
Albert S. Johnston, newly arrived from California.

In February 1862, a joint army-navy force headed by
Brig. Gen. Ulysses S. Grant and Flag-Officer
Andrew H. Foote sailed up the Tennessee River
from its base in Paducah, Kentucky. On February 6,
Union forces captured Confederate Fort Henry
after a two-hour bombardment by Foote’s ironclad
warships. Grant immediately marched troops
overland to Fort Donelson on the Cumberland
River, twelve miles away. Foote dispatched gunboats
farther up the Tennessee River to demolish the

5. Thomas L. Connelly, Army of the Heartland: The Army of Tennessee, 1861-1862 (Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University

Press, 1967), 8-11.
6. McPherson, 450.
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Memphis & Ohio Railroad bridge and detailed his
ironclads to reduce Donelson in the same manner as
Henry. It proved a tougher nut to crack, however, as
Foote’s ships took a pounding from the Rebels’
elevated guns. Grant surrounded the fort,
counterattacking after the Southerners abandoned
an initially successful dawn breakout. On February
16, Grant demanded and received the
“unconditional surrender” of Maj. Gen. Simon B.
Buckner and his twelve thousand-man garrison,
becoming in the process the Union’s most
celebrated general. Threatened by ironclads
steaming up the Cumberland, the Confederates
abandoned the manufacturing and logistics hub of
Nashville on February 23, 1862. Federal forces
occupied the Tennessee capital and prepared to
move south on the important railroad center at
Corinth, Mississippi.

Conceding western Kentucky and middle
Tennessee, the Rebels concentrated their strength at
Corinth, in preparation for a counterstroke. At
dawn on April 6, the Confederate army under the
combined leadership of Gens. Albert S. Johnston
and P.G.T. Beauregard attacked Grant’s
unsuspecting army, encamped 19 miles northeast of
Corinth, driving it back two miles to the bluffs of the
Tennessee River. During the night Grant received
reinforcements from Brig. Gen. Don C. Buell. On
the morning of April 7, Grant counterattacked with
fresh men, who regained their lost encampments
and self-esteem while driving the surprised Rebels
back to Corinth. The 23,000 casualties of the Battle
of Shiloh, including the mortally wounded Gen.
Johnston, indicated that future battles would be as
costly. While Grant struck his blow at Shiloh, Union
Brig. Gen. John Pope captured heavily defended
Island No. 10 on the Mississippi River with very little
loss of life. These successes, coupled with Adm.
David G. Farragut’s capture of New Orleans and
Baton Rouge, Louisiana, in late April, left the
Confederacy with a threadbare hold on the
Mississippi. Between January and May 1862, Union
forces conquered fifty thousand square miles of
southern territory, captured the capitals of
Tennessee and Louisiana, subdued the South’s
largest city, dominated one thousand miles of
navigable rivers, and rendered thirty thousand
Confederate soldiers #ors de combat.” Greeley’s

New York Tribune dubbed the recent successes “A

Deluge of Victories”®

Union success in the trans-Mississippi theater was
likewise exceptional. On March 7 and 8, 1862, an
army of eleven thousand fought a Confederate army
of sixteen thousand under Maj. Gen. Earl Van Dorn
near Elkhorn Tavern, Arkansas. The ensuing clash,
known to history as Pea Ridge, secured Missouri for
the Union. Perhaps because of Federal successes on
both sides of the Mississippi River, expectations
were high for McClellan’s Army of the Potomac.

Despite the Lincoln administration’s misgivings,
McClellan had decided to skirt the Confederate
defenses at Manassas, transporting his troops by
water to Fortress Monroe to protect his flanks with
the James and York rivers as he advanced up
Virginia’s peninsula during April and May 1862.
From there he was poised to drive “On to
Richmond,” but proceeded cautiously, daunted by
Confederate earthworks constructed on the historic
field of Yorktown. Meanwhile, Confederate Gen.
Thomas B. “Stonewall” Jackson launched a
campaign in the Shenandoah Valley intended to
prevent Union troops from reinforcing McClellan.
During May and June 1862, Jackson won five battles,
kept sixty thousand Union troops from launching
other offensives, and established a reputation for
invincibility.

As McClellan continued up the peninsula, his
troops pushed the Confederates through
Williamsburg to within sight of Richmond’s church
spires. The Confederates attacked his Army of the
Potomac on May 31, 1862, near the village of Seven
Pines. The battle cost the Rebels six thousand
casualties, including their commander, Joseph P.
Johnston. The victor of Manassas a year earlier was
wounded by a stray bullet. His replacement was Lee,
the same general who had failed miserably in
western Virginia the year before. Lee reorganized
the army, recalled Jackson from the valley, and went
on the offensive on June 25, 1862. His outnumbered
Army of Northern Virginia attacked and drove back
the Army of the Potomac over a week’s time in a
series of clashes known as the Seven Days’ Battles.
With McClellan cowed, Lee turned his attention to
Pope, newly promoted to major general and
recently arrived in northern Virginia after his

7. McPherson, 422.
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FIGURE 7. Confederate dead at the battle of Antietam.

success against Island No. 10. While McClellan
tarried in coming to the aid of Pope, a rival he
disliked, Lee pounced on the Army of Virginia at the
first Manassas battle site. This two-day battle
(August 29-30, 1862), called Second Manassas,
panicked the Union capital and brought censure in
the newspapers against the Lincoln administration’s
prosecution of the war.

In the summer of 1862, the U.S. Congress passed the
Internal Revenue Tax Act, a levy upon tobacco,
liquor, income, luxuries, inheritances, professional
licenses, and many other goods and services. The
tax act reduced the inflationary pressure created by
the Legal Tender Act, which Congress had passed
six months before. Bringing into existence the
greenback dollar, the Legal Tender Act made paper
money legal tender, reducing the government’s
dependence on silver and gold (specie). Greenbacks
(fiat) were declared to be worth their value in specie
despite not being backed by a precious metal
reserve. By this action the United States was able to
conserve specie for international trade. In
Richmond, meanwhile, the Confederate Congress
was passing ground-breaking legislation as well. In
reaction to military reverses in the spring of 1862, the
southern legislators enacted the first conscription
law in American history and imposed martial law in
Richmond.? Despite Lee’s success in Virginia that

summer, the value of Confederate currency
continued to plummet, dealing the economy a blow
from which it would never recover. Banks in the
South (rather than the Confederate government)
also printed fiat money, but military losses and
widespread shortages crippled confidence in Dixie
dollars, causing rampant inflation.

Southern successes in the eastern theater in the
summer of 1862 were mirrored in the west by Gen.
Braxton Bragg’s Confederate Army of Mississippi
(later renamed the Army of Tennessee). While Lee
was trouncing Pope in Virginia, Bragg was marching
his men through east Tennessee, en route to
Kentucky. He drew Buell’s Union force out of
Tennessee in pursuit, but was reluctant to bring on a
general engagement and spent the month of
September watching his opponent. Lee in the
meantime had taken the attack into Maryland, and it
appeared the twin offensives would earn British and
French recognition of the Confederate government.
That hope vanished when McClellan defeated Lee
in the Battle of Antietam, near Sharpsburg,
Maryland, on September 17, 1862 (see Figure 7).
Bragg’s army won a tactical victory over Buell at
Perryville, Kentucky (October 8, 1862), but retreated
back into Tennessee, ending Confederate chances of
drawing Union forces out of Mississippi and
Tennessee. A third defeat was inflicted on the

9. McPherson, 427, 445-46.
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FIGURE 8. Artist’s conception of Lincoln reading the
Emancipation Proclamation to his cabinet.

Confederates on October 4 when Rosecrans
repulsed a Rebel attack on Corinth. However, the
Union did not follow up with attacks on the
retreating Rebels, blows that could have shortened
the war.

Lincoln used McClellan’s success at Antietam as an
opportunity to issue the Emancipation
Proclamation, which freed all slaves in the areas of
the South still in rebellion as of January 1, 1863. A
masterpiece of political maneuvering, the
Emancipation Proclamation did not interfere with
slavery in the loyal states of Maryland, Delaware,
Kentucky, and Missouri (see Figure 8). The support
of these states was crucial to victory, and the
president was careful not to alienate them. The
proclamation blunted the likelihood of British
recognition of the Confederacy by more firmly
aligning the North with abolitionism, an extremely
popular position among most Britons. Although
British aristocrats usually sympathized with
southern slave-owning planters, their endorsement
of the Confederate cause would have alienated the
working-class voters on whom they depended.
Afraid of being voted out of office, the British
government supported neither side during the war.
Finally, the Emancipation Proclamation would
encourage slaves to leave their bondage, further
crippling the Confederate home front. Northern
Democrats used the Emancipation Proclamation to
their political advantage, charging that Lincoln had
changed the war aim from preservation of the
Union to freedom for the slaves. In the fall 1862
elections, Democrats gained two governorships,
thirty-four congressmen, and control of the

legislatures of Illinois and Indiana.' Despite this
electoral rebuke, the Republicans maintained solid
working majorities in both houses of Congress.

Lincoln’s Gen.-in-Chief Henry W. Halleck
continued to pressure his generals in the field to
follow up their recent successes in the fall of 1862.
Displeased with their lack of alacrity, the president
replaced McClellan with Major Gen. Ambrose E.
Burnside as commander of the Army of the Potomac
and replaced Buell with Rosecrans, the victor of
Corinth. In response to Lincoln’s prodding,
Burnside’s army flanked Lee’s legions and arrived at
the Rappahannock River near Falmouth, Virginia,
on November 17, 1862. The river crossing was
delayed a week by the late arrival of pontoon
bridges, giving Lee time to recover. Burnside feinted
crossings above and below Fredericksburg for
several weeks before fina